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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 
08/06/2008 was filed in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. 
Accordingly, the information disclosure statement is being considered by the 
examiner. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1-32 are pending in this application. Claims 1-13 have been 
canceled and claims 14-32 are new. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -1 3 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 



A review of the claims and updated search necessitated the rejections below. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

1 . Claims 25-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. In the present case, the 
claims are not tied to another statutory class such as an apparatus. Based on 
Supreme Court precedent (Diamond V. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175,184 (1981); Parker 
v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584, 588 n.9 (1978); Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 70 
(1972); Cochrane v. Deener, 94 U.S. 780, 787-88 (1876)) a 101 process must be 
tied to another statutory class or transform underlying subject matter to a 
different stat or thing, If neither of these requirements is met by the claim, the 
method is not a patent eligible process under 101 and should be rejected as 
being directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

2. Claims 27-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

35 USC 101 requires that in order to be patentable the invention must be 
a "new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof (emphasis added). Applicant's claims 
mentioned above are intended to embrace or overlap two different statutory 
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classes of invention as set forth in 35 USC 101 . In the present case, the 
dependent claims are directed toward a system but are dependent upon a 
method claim. "A claim of this type is precluded by the express language of 35 
USC 101 which is drafted so as to set forth the statutory classes of invention in 
the alternative only. See MPEP 2173.05(p) section II. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

1. Claims 14-16, 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Oneda (6,213,390) in view of Kawajiri (JP 621 31 371 A). 

As per claim 14; 
Oneda discloses: 

A credit settlement system comprising: 

a bank service provider system (Fig. 2, 16-1 and Col. 3, lines 48-51); 
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a credit service provider system (Fig. 13, POS host system, Col. 12, lines 
11-25); and 

a smart card (Fig. 2, 30), 

wherein a bank account for pool established by the bank service provider 
system is configured to receive a user's deposit (Col. 1 , lines 29-65), 

wherein the bank service provider system is configured to issue a token, 
which contains an amount of the user's deposit in the bank account for pool, to 
certify a receipt of the user's deposit and transmit the token to the smart card, 
and the smart card is configured to store the token (Col. 18, lines 25-33), and 

Oneda does not disclose: 

wherein the credit service provider system is configured to extract the 
token from the smart card and to update a user's financial state and credit limit 
stored in a financial status database of the credit service provider system 
according to the amount of the user's deposit, when the smart card is used for a 
credit service. 

However, Kawajiri discloses: 

Transferring money from an account to an IC card shopping account and 
transmitting the amount, data of accounts and shopping read out to a center file. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of this invention to combine the methods of Oneda and Kawajiri. One of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of this invention would have been motivated to 
do so as each claimed element is disclosed and well known in the prior art. 
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When combining the references the function of the individual elements remains 
unchanged. See MPEP 2141, III (A). 

As per claim 15; 
Oneda discloses: 

The credit settlement system according to claim 14, wherein the credit 
service provider system is configured to compare a sum of a requested credit 
transaction with the updated credit limit, and to present a result of the 
comparison to the user (Col. 9, lines 21-43). 

As per claim 16; 

Oneda does not disclose: 

The credit settlement system according to claim 14, wherein once the user 
deposits money in the bank account for pool, the user is unable to withdraw 
money from the bank account for pool. 

However, the examiner asserts that it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention that a user would not be able to 
withdraw money from an account that was not the users without the direct use of 
the IC card to which the account is connected. 

As per claim 21; 

Oneda does not specifically disclose: 
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The credit settlement system according to claim 14, wherein the credit 
service provider system updates a user's financial state and credit limit by 
temporarily reflecting the amount of the user's deposit in the user's credit limit. 

However, Oneda discloses: 

A withdrawal to an IC card being reflected in the bank account of the card 
issuer (pool account) at the same time (abstract). 

The examiner asserts that the problem being solved is the same, as is 
disclosed by the applicant in Para. 0017 of the summary of invention. 

As per claim 22; 

Oneda does not specifically disclose: 

The credit settlement system according to claim 14, wherein the credit 
service provider system updates a user's financial state and credit limit by 
immediately reflecting the amount of the user's deposit in the user's credit limit. 

However, Oneda discloses: 

Immediately reflecting the deposit to the IC card in the account of the retail 
trade and effecting the realization of consumer services (Col. 6, lines 5-22). 

Claim 25 is rejected under the same rationale used to reject claim 14. 

Claim 26 is rejected under the same rationale used to reject claim 15. 

Claim 27 is rejected under the same rationale used to reject claim 16. 
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Claim 29 is rejected under the same rationale used to reject claim 21 . 

Claim 30 is rejected under the same rationale used to reject claim 22. 

2. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Oneda (6,21 3,390) in view of Kardos et al. (6,345,281 ), Saliba et al. 
(2002/0065772), Choi et al. (2003/0220884), Blakley, et al. (2004/0128546), 
Mirlas et al. (2002/0174075) and Baker et al. (EP 623902 A2). 

As per claim 17; 
Oneda discloses: 

The credit settlement system according to claim 14, wherein the token 
comprises the amount of the deposit, a date of the deposit, a bank ID and a bank 
account number (col. 3, lines 1-3). 

Oneda does not disclose: 

The credit settlement system according to claim 14, wherein the token 
comprises a user's name, a user ID, a token ID, an expiration date of the token, 
a bank account number, a credit card company ID, and a credit card number. 

However, the examiner asserts that tokens, messages, keys and the like 
used in the transmission of information were well known in the art at the time of 
this invention, e.g. 

Kardos discloses: 
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Messages containing a unique message ID, and a date/time stamp (Col. 
1 1 , lines 15-33). The system of Kardos allows the token or message to be 
received by a universal receptor for messages from any and all host systems. 
Saliba discloses: 

A token comprising a user ID and expiration date (Claim 39). 

Choi discloses: 

A deposit request message containing a subscriber bank account, bank 
and amount information (Para. 0139). 
Blakley discloses: 

A token containing the user's name (Para. 0172). 
Mirlas discloses: 

A payment message containing the credit card number (Para. 0127). The 
examiner asserts that the credit card company ID is contained within the credit 
card number as it was well known in the art at the time of this invention that the 
first digit of a credit card number is reserved for particular credit card companies 
like MC, Visa, Amex, etc. 

Additionally, Baker discloses; 

A smart card that receives funding from a credit card (Col. 5, lines 40-53) 
and an authorization message that includes an identification number or an 
account number, the amount of recharge and control data stored on the smart 
card (Col. 6, lines 17-23). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of this invention to combine the methods of Oneda, Kardos, Saliba, 
Choi, Blakley, Mirlas and Baker. 

According to KSR exemplary rationale E, it would be obvious to try when 
choosing from a finite number of identified, predictable solutions, with a 
reasonable expectation of success. Because of pooled accounts, tokens or 
messages will need to be uniquely identified in order to be properly credited. 

3. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Oneda (6,21 3,390) in view of Baker et al. (EP 623903 A2). 

As per claim 18; 

Oneda does not disclose: 

Baker discloses: 

The credit settlement system according to claim 14, wherein the financial 
status database stores the user's credit line and outstanding liability (Col. 3, lines 
8-1 1 ). The examiner asserts that a balance is the result of the comparison of a 
credit line with a liability. 

Claim 28 is rejected under the same rationale used to reject claim 18. 

4. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Oneda (6,213,390) in view of Hogan (5,557,516). 



Application/Control Number: 10/735,872 
Art Unit: 3696 



Page 1 1 



As per claim 19; 
Oneda discloses: 

The credit settlement system according to claim 14, wherein the bank 
service provider system manages user information, account information, and 
usual banking functions including processing of deposits in and withdrawals from 
users' accounts and automatic transfers money in and out (Col. 1 , lines 44-49). 

Oneda does not disclose: 

Automatic transfers of money in and out. 

However, Hogan discloses: 

An automatic renewal feature (abstract) and an automatic refund to the 
user's card (Col. 6, lines 15 and 16). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of this invention to combine the methods of Oneda and Hogan. One of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of this invention would have been motivated to 
do so as a convenience to the customer. 

5. Claims 20 and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Oneda (6,21 3,390) in view of Official Notice. 

As per claim 20; 

Oneda does not disclose: 
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The credit settlement system according to claim 14, wherein the credit 
service provider system performs credit service functions including 
managements of user information and credit card information, financial status 
confirmation and payment processing. 

However, Official Notice is taken that it is old and well known in the art to 
use a credit service provider, otherwise known as "processors". (See Ingram et 
al., 2003/0033249). 

As per claim 23; 

Oneda does not disclose: 

The credit settlement system according to claim 14, wherein the amount of 
the user's deposit is made into the bank account for pool not later than a 
prescribed due day to pay the amount of the user's deposit to the credit service 
provider system, and the bank service provider system withdraws the amount of 
the user's deposit form the bank account for pool to pay to the credit service 
provider system on the due day. 

However, Official Notice is taken that automatic payments from an IC card 
are old and well known to those of ordinary skill in the art at the time of this 
invention. (See Yoshida, 5,144,115, Col. 5, lines 28-60). 

Claim 24 is rejected under the same rationale used to reject claim 23. 
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Claim 31 is rejected under the same rationale used to reject claim 23. 



Claim 32 is rejected under the same rationale used to reject claim 24. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to William E. Rankins whose telephone number 
is 571-270-3465. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30 AM - 5:00 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Thomas Dixon can be reached on 571-272-6803. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/William E Rankins/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3696 
09/14/2008 

/Daniel S Felten/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3696 



